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fact, indemify these individuals, then we are taking taxpayers'

dollars to condone and, in effect, indirectly approve of such

conduct. | don't think $750 paid by each of these pgnis t 00

substantial a penalty for themto pay. As a matter of fact,
they have already paid it. The question is now whether the

state has to indemify themfor it. It's been before the
commttee two years. Last year, when it came before the

committee with Senator Coordsen's vote these e erenot

i ndemni fied. This year it cones before us again and K th nk tRe

deci si on should be the sane. W should not indemify them for

that type of conduct. They may have changed. | trust that it

has had an effect upon them  They made...

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR McFARLAND: ... a mi stake. | appreciate the fact that
sometimes people say things that they regret later. | phave said
t hings | regret later. But the fact of the matter is that

pronotion decisions should not be based upon sex or gender. v,
should base them upon the qualifications of the individual
appl ying. BarbaraShawnerely asked that. shewas. denieda job
whi ch shoul d have been legitimately hers had it not been for {he
attitudes of these men. They have paid their noney. They have
made a mistake, then let them |jve with it. That sends a
message to the other enployees that they will be held to the
sane kind of standards and if they make 5 m stake, they will
have to pay too if they intentionally discrimnate against
people. It seems to me that is the approach that the state

shoul d take, that should pe our policy and | don't think we
shoul d indemnify people and give tacit appfoval to that type 5
conduct.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Hall, followed by Senator
Coordsen, Senator Schmt.

SENATOR HALL: ~ Thank vyou, M. President, and members,
reluctantly rise in opposition to Senator Coordsen' sanendment
because | understand the position that he feels he is in. gyt
was the Cha .rnman of the Business and Labor committee the year
that this claimcane before the conmittee. W discussed it in
I ength, spent clearly as nuch tine in conmttee, |f not mor e,
than we have on this issue on the floor and debated it fully by
the entire body when the clains bill at that time, LB 1235, |
think it was, was in front of the body. VWhat we did is we
decided to indemify these enpl oyees and we did indemify ihem.
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